
GLOBALONEY FANTASY
An Expose of the Absurdity of the Idea—Without 

the Design—for Operating the World as a Unit

AMERICA'S plague of postwar planning is providing a gala holiday, not only for the 'practical' businessman and the politician, but for 
every type of social theorist and reformer on the Continent. To analyze and evaluate all of their so- called plans would run into more time 
than it is worth; but we may look at one or two of them. For example, let us consider the 'globaloney' fantasy for a moment — the 'one-
quart-of-milk-for- every-Hottentot-baby' idea.

We Americans can be made suckers for any kind of alien cause imaginable. And this one particularly hits us in a weak spot. It 
touches off our humanitarian impulses and sends our missionary zeal kiting to new heights. Of course, every American wants to see that 
each Hottentot baby has a quart of milk every day! And if the little brat doesn't like it, we will force it down his esophagus, and cork off  
the upper end so he can't get rid of it. That shows how strongly humanitarian we are.

MECHANISM VAGUE

So much for the emotional side of the venture; now let us see if we can apply the process of reflection to the problem. The Hottentot  
baby story, of course, is allegorical and is merely symbolic for the idea of everybody in the world being provided with the needs of life—
the 'freedom from want' hypothesis. Emotionally, we are for it; it is 'right up our alley,' so don't get the idea that we are prejudiced  
against it. We love it, and our hope is that our intellect will be able to support our feelings.

The proposed mechanism for achieving this freedom from want is rather vague, but we are led to suppose that it will not be done by 
a permanent application of the lend-lease principle on a worldly scale. Of course, the lend- lease idea is not thrown overboard; it is to  
be used in the initial phases merely as a pump-priming instrumentality. We Americans supply the machines, the money, the fuel and the 
technicians to build up the agriculture and industry of the world to the point where the productive capacity of each country will be  
sufficient to enable that country to supply its own needs and provide its own 'quart of milk a day.' (Here we see some short-sighted 
political and business shrewdness entering the picture to becloud the problem, but we will try to consider it as purely humanitarian).

MAGNIFYING OUR PROBLEMS

We find no evidence of a careful compilation of the cost to this Continent in terms of resources and energy, other than a general hint 
that it will be tremendous and will provide a boom for business. Suppose we engage upon a program merely to raise the standard of  
living of a billion Asiatics to a level referred to as 'freedom from want.1 Does America have the resources, the equipment, the credit and 
the zeal to pay off on this proposition, to say nothing of the social organization to carry it through? We haven't yet been able to gain 
freedom from want for ourselves. That is why we are inclined to ask: Can we do the job better by increasing the magnitude of the  
problem?

The problem is divisible into these phases: physical production and supply, and human relations. 

The problem of  production possibly could be met with the resources,  the technology and technically trained per sonnel  of  this 
Continent. The problem of supply would indeed be tremendous —although it should be a real boon to the shipping business. It is  
conceivably possible, however, in peace time, if we all got really enthusiastic about it. But for how long could it be maintained? A few  
decades at most; then our resources would be depleted and we would be a have-not Continent.

The problem of human relations is more perplexing. Will  the people of the North American Continent continue to deplete their  
resources,  work  billions  of  man-hours and pay many billlions  in  taxes  to  feed the Asiatics,  without  there  being a possibility  of  our 
benefiting in any way except through a feeling of being virtuous? Will Americans be willing to suffer scarcity that others might have 
plenty? If the answer is 'yes,' then we are badly misinformed about the American people. Will the foreigners appreciate our efforts? No 
doubt they would, in a sleasy sort of way, provided we were able to continue the pay-off, and the political and economic oligarchy 
were able to take a juicy rake-off on the deal. 

So far, we have been dealing merely with the pump-priming phase. But, is there another phase to consider? The New Deal was not  
able to get beyond the pump-priming stage and is still at it on a grander scale than ever. That is why we ask.

But, theoretically, suppose we do, what then? Suppose the continents of Europe, Asia, Africa, South America and Australia let us  
build up their  agriculture  and industrial  capacity and suppose they have the resources  and energy to operate it,  how will  it  be  
managed? Let us ask the question in another way, in the form of an analogy. Suppose we brought a Hottentot illiterate to New York City 
and placed him in charge of the power system, could he do the job? This analogy is no more fantastic than the supposition that 
politicians and economists could organize and operate the economy of the world on the scale we have postulated.



OPERATIONAL UNITS
The over-all planning that would be needed to coordinate and balance production and consumption on the basis of plenty for 

everybody is as far above the ability of any present day business or political economist as the New York power system is above the 
Hottentot, if not more so.

Another fact to consider is that the world is not an operational unit, and therefore, the 'globaloney' idea is a technological absurdity.  
The distribution of population and resources is such as to make the potential standard of living in different parts of the world unequal.  
Each operational unit must adjust its economy to the population and resources of its area. North Amer ica is an operational area; 
Europe,  with  the  addition  of  North  Africa  and the Near  East  is  another;  and Soviet  Rus sia is  one also.  An  operational  area is  a 
geographical domain that is essentially self-sufficient and self-contained. The problem of balancing the internal economy of each area 
is at present of sufficient magnitude to tax human ingenuity to the utmost. The idea of balancing the economy of the world on the basis  
of 'equal-access-to- raw-materials' is a political promise of the nature of 'balance-the-budget-and-pay-off-the-debt' myth, and equally 
impractical of fulfillment. (If you don't agree, let us see your blue-print!)

Before we of this Continent begin emitting economic vapor of the' globaloney' variety, let us demonstrate that we have the capacity 
to operate our own area—the North American Continent. Let us first provide freedom from want and fear for North Americans and 
demonstrate its feasibility within our own area. Let us then cooperate with other continents, to the extent that it is mutually desirable and 
physically  practical,  to  relieve  them from fear  and want.  Such a  blueprint  is  already  in  existence,  and is  scientifically  sound and 
intellectually coherent.

Technocracy's program of Total Conscription—of Men, Machines, Materiel, and Money, with National Service from All and Profits to 
None—provides the social organization and functional design needed to operate the Continental area of North America and provide 
security and plenty for alt of its citizens. The social operation that provides safety and freedom from want for this Continent will furnish the  
only valid pattern for the 'four freedoms' that it is within our power to offer. Without that the 'two-chickens-in-every-pot' or the 'quart-of-
milk-for-every-baby' idealism is just so much 'baloney!' —Wilton Ivie.
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